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tance deserved, and while our attention was absorbed in the
creation of new and valuable property in land we unconsciously
over-rode other rights which existed in it from time immemori-
al. Subordinate rights might have been bought out, and
subordinate servants might have been offered relief, but their
summary sacrifice has proved prejudicial to the cause of so-
ciety. Whether subordinate rights ought to have been main-
tained or not is a question perfectly independent of the justice
of the claim of the subordinate tenants to compensation for
property of which they were forcibly deprived. In withholding
from men tlieii just rights, we did not trouble ourselves with
discussing the necessity for offering some relief to those who
suffered by a public act. This was the full extent of the injustice
committed by those who introduced the Perpetual Settlement;
but the official classes, in duty bound to uphold the traditionary
policy of their masters, condemn the measure, as having entailed
on the government a grievous loss of public revenue. ' Such a
loss of revenue,3 remarks Miss Martineau commenting on the
Perpetual Settlement, * was never suffered by any govern-
ment^ and this sacrifice was made, she observes, 'withoutany
beneficial effect on the public interest as far as it is perceptible to
common observation/ We doubt not that it was under some
such conviction that Mr. Halliclay, who seems to have been
sensitively alive to the defects of the Permanent Settlement,
c proposed as a panacea for the evils which were destroying the
'.rural societies' to purchase of Zemindars lands offered for sale,
and by degrees to redeem the country from the curse of a
fixed tenure. He was, however, candid enough to express
his regret that this scheme of enfranchisement would not be
carried out with 'the rapidity he so much desired, as land was
c but rarely> sold for arrears of revenue, A statesman without
any favorite theory to uphold would have inferred from Mr.
Halliday's ill-judged admission that the fixity of tenure had
at all events placed the land of the country in the hands of those
who could utilize it, and had removed it beyond the depressing
influences which characterize the systems which prevail elsewhere,
We are also too apt to forget that the objects which we aimed
at by the adoption of a Permanent Settlement have been at-
tained without the failures which usually attend projects of land re-
form. We endeavoured to create a valuable and certain revenue at
a time of need and perplexity, and we have succeeded in our
attempt. If we have failed in other minor particulars to